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" Rlght" to the use of rnter ln the Floe rlver rpre clecreed by the
Seventh Jucllelal- Dlstrtct Cor:rt in 1902. TbJ.s ilecree gives the omers, the
aereage lrtgetetl, ard the prlorltles are ln aeven tltfferent elagses. I[
arltlltton, a storage rlght by tbe Mnrrnnoth Resemoir Conpany is llsted wltbout

. chsslflcatlon. The varlous rtglts as set out, were glven a dluty of 65 acrert
to a seconrt-foot, whlch was temporary for trlal purpones, subJect to a sup-
plenental decr€e.

In !tray, 1!1O, the supplenental <leepee was lssuetl whtch sSsngg(t end
natte pe:nanent, a duty of 6o acres tP ttre second-foot; In addltlon to spect-
fylne thls perm,nent cluty, the supplemental tlecree provltlecl that wben there
ls sufftclent rrcater florlng tn lhe Prlce rl.ver antl lts trlbutarles so to clo'
the owrers of rlghts as set out ln the clecree were entltletl to flLL tbelr
respective canals to thelr capacity. It was further provldlecl that as the
flood ccadltlon of the rlver recetled, the scess nater over anil above that
BecessarJr to supply one secontl-foot for eaeh 50 acres, shoulcl be pro'ratetl
artong the respectlve users. Between the tlne of rnaklug the.orlglnal ilecree
antl the suppleneut thsreto, two lmportant Appllcatlons to approprlate nater
were natle, namely, Appllcatlons Nog. LO|S and tOr6. .

It appeari'i:[at the reeorcl owners of theEe two Appllcatlons rere not
naile party to tbe sult, nor recognlzett in the supplenental tlecree. A rlgbt
under Appllcatlor I[o. 10J5 ms flnally certlflcatett i-n L9r2, covertng a stor-
age rlgb.t in tbe $ooflelfl reservoi.r for 12 1020 acre-feet by the hlce Rlver
Consetwetioa t[lstrict, anrl in 1911, Appllcatlon No. 1016 was certlflcatecl
coverlrg a'cllrect flow riebt of L25 sec. ft. to be tltverted lnto the Carbon
or West Side canal. Tbls hoof vns peffected by the Caibon Water Conpanyt
notr held by the State Land Bobrd. -r,T_

In the orlglnal. decree, a rlgbt vuas given to the Mamoth Reservolr
Cmpary to store encl uge ln lts reservolr system, all the waters of Goose-
UerrV creek, lncluttlug Cabln Fa].low creek anct lts trlbutarlesr subJectt
bo,wever, to a rlgbt of the prlmary users to 1600 aere-feet of water fton salil
sourceo
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Rlver system, aacl setttng !{ay 22, LgrLr or ast soon thdreafter as posslble
as a date for the State fngUeer to appear and show cause, lf any there be,
why tbe restralnlng ortler antl ortler of lnJunctlon shoulcl not cmtlnue ln
fu].I foree and. effect.

ft appears tbat the State Inglneer took no part in the proceecllngs

relatlng to lirfs orcler to show cause antl a restrainlng orcler; but the par-
ties lnvolvecl. - prgrary water users representeit by B. TI. Daltonr a Prlce
attorney, and th-e secondlary us,ers, Carbon Water Conpany - State lpncl Boartl -
r"pr""ei.ied. by O. K. CIay, l-umed.lately net anil in ope1 court stlpulated that
tb-e restralr,lrg orders sL6rfla be nodlfl ed ln tbe case of Price Water Conpany

et a-1. vs. State Br,glneer, dle,reln the plalntiffs shouLcl recelve )6 sec' ft'
of the ,12 see. ft.,-aoa tile ,6 sec. ft. ln questlon sborrLcl be clivitted LB sec.
ft. to ine plaintlifg andl the renalnlng 18 sec. ft. shorrld be permlttecl to
flow domr the rlver ald. be <llverted by the secontlary nsels - Carbon Water

cmpany, the tllvision to be mad,e by tbe lllater comlssloner.

It rruas further provltled, i......that lf, upon trlal of the above-

entltletl actlon upon iti merlts, tt sUff be deternlnetl that aoy of the

lnrties hereln obiain rnore water than they are entlttett to recelve' then

in that event tbe parties lecelvlng sald excess uater sball l-medlately
have flellvered to tbe otber party, a sufflclent amount of water to nake up

for aIL the water recelved ln excess of that to vihlch salcl parties nere en-

tltled. n

A si.nllar orcler notllfylng the restralnlng order ln the case of
sprtng GIen Calal Conpany vs. state Eaglneer, wEts sttprrlated' by the partles
involvecl. llhls stlpulatlon provldecl the Eame as the one aboYe-referred to'
-icept it set forth-that 5 sec. ft. of uater sbogld be tlellv
sprrneG.LenCanalCcmlnny,anilthatoftbel0sec.ft.atlcllt
there was a controveriVr- 5 sec. ft. shoulil be dtlstrlbutetl to
Canal Conpany and 5 "eL. 

ft. reuaining shorrtcl_be pe::rnltted' t
be 6tstrlbuted to ine Carbon Water Conlnny. lhese two or6er
restralning ortler were slgnett the ISth day of MaVr L9rl'

It aPPears that the f these ious

tfines, but never came before flles tlme

they were attenptlng to flntl Judge

falIedl. Suuseqjuently, attaup gethe the

parttes cou.Idl wortr oui a rtGl stlpula n the to
the court for the lssulng of the flnal decree' So far as I cau find' fron the

records, tbe """r t" strlt pendlng. RecordE pertalning to these rnatters are

forrnd ln the 1911 and 1972PtLee Dlstrlbutlon flles.
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